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Thomas Dutton, being Reaſons why the 


former left his Wife, and took E. Gray 
a Propheteſs to his Bed. 


DEAR BROTHER; 


R. Moult Tegerd ay ſbem d ne one from you, wherein Jou Lela y 
ſelf more firmly convinced, ( than when lately in Town ) hn ie 
Trial lying upen me, is from the Agency of an evil Spirit; you * 
therein to ihis Eſſect, That the Fact it leads to, is as clearly a Brea; of 
the Seventh Commandment, as any other Act could be of the Sixth qr 
Eighth, That the Caſe being ſuch, a Superier Power urging that Tranfs 
greſſion of a Moral Command, muſt be ag evil one; therefore, without 
the mitigating Terms of I fear, ſuſpeR, er the like, you affirm it as a Mate 
ter out of Doubt, that I am, and long have been under the Influence 
of an unclean Spirit, in this Temptation. And in the Cloſe of that Lew 
tur, you deſire that I would impart what Light I have into the Thing, 
further than I had at your Departure hence, about a Month agone. 

In anſwer to your Requeſt, and becauſe your Opinion (6 — a". 
may very much lead others ; as forn as the Buſineſs t this Day permittea, 
I began to digeft what follows, the greateſi Part wheveof is wholly new to 
my ſelf, ſince your leaving us, for at that time, until the very Day im- 
pediarely preceding your Departure, I was willing'y ignorant of the Nature 
of the Caſe, as it will herein ſubſequently appear. Only two Hours before. 
my taking Leave of you, I haſtily read ſomewhat in Pool's Synopſis, that 
gave me ſome confuſed Glimmers of it , but that I ( as you do) till then, 
book the State I was in, te be a Tomptation or Trial, by a particular, ex- 
traordinary Commandment, to vinlate a ſtanding, general one, ſeveral of 
or Friends, and —_ ſelf in particular, are Witneſſesz being my ſelf, as 
aboveſaid, willingly ignorant that it was otherwiſe, for my Will ſo ſtrong- 
) inclined me to oppoſe, that, (o my Shame I now ſpeak it) I did nen 
true my ſelf Leave, to enquire and ſearch into the Word of God, to bs 
informed diſtinctly whether it were ſo, or not; becawſe I wonld not my ſelf 
be acceſſary to the Furtherance of that Trouble and Grief, I accounted ( and 
0 ſtil) an Olgdience te The mqxicated Tendency of the Spirit, mauld bring 
on me a * 
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But now, that I am at Liberty to argue on another Foot, you will eaſily 
- agree with me, that 10 interpret any Att of the Spirit, to be a Violation of 
the Decalogue, which is not ſo, when duly. ſtated, muſt. of neceſſity be a 
Crime of @ heinous Nature, if ſtubbornly perſiſted in, ſeeing that «it charges 
God wrongfully, to reader his Ways odious, _ And if upon diligent Search 
into the recorded Revelation of himſelf, any Act appears dubious and un- 
determined, whether unlawful or not; in that Caſe, upon the Authority of 
Traditional Opinions, Human Comments, or Additions to the Text, to judge 
woncluſively in the barſbeſt Senſe, I am perſwad ed, you will alſo agree to 
tbe wnwarrantable , for where the written Oracle is indiſtinct, er not peremp- 
very, gan any thing meerly human, but. ,whas derives {ram the Spirit of 
Antichriſt, ſet up for Judge decifive ? | L 
Leſt then, that we ſhould fall in with ſo dangerous a Courſe of Uſurpa- 
tion in Things pertaining to Gad, it is no more than requiſue for us, with 
awful Self-R:fletion, to book, into Ezek. Ig. 1— 11. in which Text, 
the Prophet himſelf, as well as the Enquirey of him touching God, is inclu- 
ded in the Warning againft ſetting up HIS IDOLS i his Heart; 
where the Word IDOLS. in the 70 Gr. is rendred v. 6 ADDED 
INVENTIONS (Schemes or Syſtems), and v. 4. IMAGT. 
NATIONS (or Thoughts) ſo that the. true Prophet, when he 4p- 
pealed to the previous Record of God's Teſtimony, to Men, for Examination 
his oren Miſſion, he appeal'd to the ſimple and unmixed WORD, 
without, ſubmitting to ,( much le imlibing) the added Inventions and 
imaginations of Men en it; and if others, or the Prophet himſelf, were 
FP epoſſeſs'd with Schemes of their. own, by. which they would examine ard 
Jnage the exiſtent Spirit of Prophecy, there is in that Text, a ma#t ſe- 
were Commination of God denounced, , 
thaving neceſſarily premiſed theſe Things, we come now to conſider morg. 
early. the Point under Debate; which, without Recital of ity you will 
4. leß allow, dogs full under ane. of theſe two Denomin ati ons, Viz. A 
Temptation te, either a Plurality of Wives, or of Divorce, (Whether 
be One, er the Other, be within the Terms. ef - violating the Seventh. 
Commandment, may be queſtionable, Theſe. however are very 4ijtingt 
and- different, ons from the other 2 The former allows. an uniuerſal Indul» 
gence to the ſenſual Appetite,..ſo far as the, Man is able to provide for, 
and maintam his ſeveral Wrues, the latter preſerues the Singularity of 
ihe Pair; for ia a lam Divorce, , which is the. ſole Matter of Debate) 
is mut be granted, that the Pariies ave thenceforth accounted as if reci- 
precaliy dead, ſo that upon no Accgunt, they. can never come-togerher, or 
be rejoined again: If yo recoliett the Ciſe at preſent under Debate, you 
will find that. by ,all the Circumſtances. of it ( at large ſet before you and 
hers) it does plainly. come. under the Head of Divorce, and therefore 
ought not to be puzed with Texts and Argminis-that property belong to 4 


Plarality of Wiyes. . Our Saviour mixes indeed the we Caſea which wat 


gert inent and juit_ in reſpett to the Jewe, becauſe they allowed both, and 
were by the Law. warranted to 40 ſo; and un any other Occaſios of - 
Time or Place, wherein both are under Queſtion, the like Alethed of reaſen- 
ing i ſeaſonavle and pertinent? But in ihe Caſe in band, which 1 plains 
ly lzmited to lawſul Divorce, it is not juſt or equitable 1% entangle our 


ſelves, with what pertains only te 4 Piurality; of this Sn, are _ 
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Texts quoted by yow, From the Beginning it was net ſo; God made 
them Male and Female, And they two ſhall! be one Fleſh 5 and 4% 
our Comment thereon, That our Saviour's new Preſcription leads to 
bring Men back to the State of Innocence "Where ( by. the Way) if 
you mean the Stare of Man before the Fall, then our Lord's allowing of Of- 
Yorce, in Caſe of Fernic ation, cannot conſiſt with your Syſtem ; fer in that 
Srate, there could,” nor can poſſibly be, any ſuch thing, as Fornication. 

1 do beg of you therefore, Dear Brother, by the Bowels of Chris, and 
for the Love of the Spirit, and in (ompaſiun to me your diſtreſſed Fellows 
Labourer, that you will fcybear henceforth io perplex the Matter in Que- 

ion, with what does not properly belong to it. If ever the Caſe of Plura- 
lity of Wives be ſuper-added to the preſent, then indeed the ſull Scope of 
jour arguing will be ſeaſonab'e and pertinent, as it was under the Law, 
and is our Saviour's Time, * 

In the mean Time, we 'eught with Calmneſi to weigh only That, which 
the octurring Occaſion reeuires, for our Search into Goſpel-Truth ; but the 
loading and blinding the Enquiry, by twiſting and complicating therewith, 
any thing of a different Deremination, is the uſual Artifice of Sophiſtu al 
Reaſoners, by tbat Means to lead away and captivate undiſcerning fudg- 
mente; tho it is no'ſuch thing in you; but I knew, Your deep Cimuern 
for poſſible Conſequences, and vethement Ader «gainit any thing having 
but. the Appearance of evil, and fervent Zeal for the Glory of God ( 
apprehended by you) have herein carried you, to overlook unwarily the Di- 
finction of the Caſes above-mentioned, | 

" I muifcrave Leave to add aiſe, before we proceed to purſue the Point 
in hand, that as 1 all the Energy wmherewil h you incu'cate the fbrifleſt I lo- 
lineff and Purity, I perfed!ly joyn with you; and God be Pruiſed, under 
whoſe Inſpetion my Heart always is, that ihe preſent long and ſore Trial, 
has not in the leaſt impaired, but rather improved the conſtant Thirſt and 
Application of my Soul, to be holy as He is holy; neverthelef,, we know 
very well, that the Declamations for Perſection and ſuperlarrye Holinef, 
are of itn pointed againſt our ſelves, by t Opprſers, to ſhield them from 
the Forte of thoſe Arguments, that wuld otherwiſe convince them of Guilt, 
in oppeſing and rejetting the Authority of the Prophetick Spirit, whom they 
ought ro ſubmit to, and obey, - as their Yightſul Lord, As the falſe Ape 

les, ofſuming the like ſpecions Appearances, charged St. Paul, as if he 

alked according to the Fleſh, and as if the Tendency of his Doctrine was, 
Let us do Evil that Good may come; Þ late m dunner, the Phariſees 
clothed themſelves with long Robes of Light, viz. frequent Faſting rand Praye 
ers, Almi, ſtriè Obſervances" of the Law, Reverence ef the Sabbath, A 
ſtinence from lewd and profane Cimpany, and the lie, and under this 
Diſguiſe, they could Juſtify themſelves before Men, ſor oppoſing and rejeftin 
the GREAT-PROPHET; and owr-Lord repreſents them ſaying 0 
Himſelf, Matth. 11. 19. Behold a Man Gluttonous, and a Wine-bib» 
ber, a Friend of Publicans and Sinners: And (x) Wiſdom is 
Juſtified of her Children, (meaning themſelves.) Wherefore, fince com- 
mon and general Declarations for Hul ine, do determine nothing diſtimtiy, 
touching a Prophetich Appearance, 4 in the Inſtances here given; but 'as 
they ofren prryert and confound Men's Judgment, in reſpect to the particu» 
tar Pojnt in Queſtion, ſo as St, faul mention; his poſſibly being accounted 4 
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\Reprebate , * hertim alſo beg you to alſtain a litits, & the cuſe Be 
clearly Ziſcuſſed, whether in it ſelf, evil, or not. 

— Huving thus far in the Prem ſes, attempted to obviate and expoſe the 
zndirect C:urſes of arguing deciſively from meerly human Authorities, and 
Opinions precarious; as alſo ogainſt the intermixing of Caſes that are "iffe- 
rent, and the tg common Declamations, to evade and puxxle a ſeruti« 
nous Enquiry mito a particular Truth ; we now come to examine Tox 
wherein the whole Streſs lies, viz. h 'Y 

Firſt, Wrerhay 4 Drvoree is jufbifiable by the Geſpel, upon any other Foot 
than that rf Adultery. And, | 

8econd:y, V ether the Spirit ex 'rawdinarily may not vom 7 
for that 2 Cauſe. | F MIR . e 

Upon the firſt Head, viz, Whether a Dlvsree is juſtifiable by the Go gel 
fer ſome other Cauſe beſides that of Adulte; y. Tow 2 LS, — 
Texts of Mat. 5. 32. 4d 19. 4.—9. Luke 16. 18; Mark, 16. tr, 
12, e expreſs, that marrying gain wpon a Divorce is Adultery, wnlef 
the farmer Bond of Marriage was diffolucd by Adultery: For ſay 90 
The Fornication in thoſe Texts mentionꝰd means W oring, and the 
Whoring of a married Woman is undoubredly Aqmiery. 

Tat Adultery diſſclves the matrimonial Covenants, is undeubted z but 
whether That only does ſo, is the Queſtion here. Tos poſi:ively tale the 
Afr mative, and I on the contrary aſſert, that the Tex's eboviſaid do nat 
at ell conclude ſo, The Words are Matth. 19. 9. Whoſaever ſhall put 
away his W:fe, exeept for Fornicution, and hill marry an<ther, com- 
miueth Adu ter y. Fornication is iti proper Signification, is tbe Coition 
67 one wnmazried Perſon with another, and ſo a married Woman cannot be 

gil) of it, which creates 1 Difficaity in the Text, Nevertheleſi, ſeeing 

- He that wa Wildom it (elf, and had the Spirit beyond Meaſare upon hin, 
made Choice of that Word, we ongh: to lelieve it was, not without reaſon , 
#ho' iff the ſole Meaning of our Redeemer by it, was as you ſuy, Adultery ; 
it is altegether unaccountable fcy Him, to expreſs Adultery by 4 Word, 
which in its Propriety, cannot poſſibly mean ſo; Nay, it is an Abſurdity in 
zhe Term, ſuch, as I know not, where it can be. parallel d in Holy Writ, 
We ought, therefore, to examine, whether the Word cannot be taken in an- 
ther Senſe, which has leſs of Abſurdity in it, and is reconcileable to the 
Subject of that Text, And if it may admit of a larger Extent, then the 
Word of our Redeemer cannot be limited and reſtrained, eſpecially to ſo bare 
bareus a Conſtruttion, without evident Marks of Man's uſurping an Aut he- 
rity that belongs net to him; whether this crawling Worm (Man) has Iſt 
up it ſeif, to confine and reſtrain the Word of our Ged in this Text, we 
appeal to Scripture, as the ſole deciſive Fudge ( with the Prophetick Spirit) 

It being agreed by al Chriſtians, that, Scripture is the beſt Interpreter of 
Scripture, X . 

Firſt, Then the Matter critically turning on the Word reges, Forni- 
cation, I wiſh you, and all thoſe that confine it to Adultery, would ir) te 
produce one Text throughout the Old and New Teſtament, wherein it ex- 
preſſes Adultery. I do ſolemnly proteft, I know not of one ſingle One, 
wherein it does ſo; And as my Great God and Saviour bas of his peculiar 
Grace, ſignified to me by Revelation, that the Word does not fanity 44 2 
in this Text, 1 de impart (8 otherg the Light ¶ baus receive; And jor 


SEX 
he Pindication of the SPIRIT, whom 997 JU, pnith others, have the 
Hanour to ſerve, I do herein lay before you many ther Places, wherein For · 
nication 3s net limited to a Defilement of the Marriage-Bed, As Firſt, 
all thoſe Texts, wherein Adultery and Fornicatioh are mentioned together, 
and yet as diftin crime: This indeed would haue very little Weight, 
but to ſhew the Impropriety of making them mean one and the fame Thing, 
therefore, Secondly, in 1. Cor. $. 1, he that bath Married his Mother 
in- Lam, is charged with Fornication, whereas, his Father being dead, #t 
could not be Adultery 3 ner, as be was Married to her, could it be Fornica- 
tion or Mxering; but if you. pleaſe to inſpect My. Lock's Comment on that 
Text (wham I bave heard you own the beſt Interpreter. of the New Tefta- 
ment) he tells you, the Ward wagveia, rendered by us Fornication, 77 
frequently uſed by the Writers of the New Teſtament, in the ſame Senſe 
with the Hebrew Word, which ſignifies any flagitious, ſcandalous Crime, 
Thirdly, in Pur ſuance of Mr. Lock's Obſervation, there is a remarkable 
Jnjtence in Judges 19. 1. 2. where, the Levite's Wife, a Concubine { as 
the Margin has it, and as Keturah, called Abraham's Wiſe, Gen. 25. 1. 
is called his Concubine, v. 6.) played the Whore againſt lim; there ti He- 
brew Ward, tranſlated played the Whore, is by weſt of the 70 Greek 
Copies, rendred, was angry With him. So that a Wife quarxelling and 
"for ſakgng his Bed, is accounted 30 have played the Whore z that is, ſbe w 
guilty of one of thiſe flagitiows, ſcandalous Crimes againft ber Hurbang, 
which are comprehended in a Hebrew Ward, that anſwers to nagrtia, 
Fornication. Fourthly, in 1. Cor. 5, 9, lo. the General Injunct ien nit 
to accompany with For nicators, lem: that the Word Fornication 34 there 10 
be talen in a large Extent for ſcandaalous, inſamaus Men; and ſo they are 
called the Fornicators of this World, and are diftinguiſhed from Cvvetous, 
Extortioneys and Idelaters, (who were not infamons among the Heathen : 
1And if we reſtrain Fornication in this Text, to private Bodily Deſdement , 
#he Injandion net to-accompany with them, wenld have no certain Sow 
becauſe they cannuy be kun. Fifthly, what confirms the larger Extent 
the Word rogrein, Fornication, in the New Teſtament, is the Uſe 
it in a Spiritual Senſe in ſeveral Places, mne particularly Revel. 2. 
#8,---23- where if you -pleaſe to look inte Mills's Gre you will find the N- 
man was call'd Jezabel, becauſe She, as 4 Propheteſi, was a Teacher of 
#vit Things: And the Engliſh Text plainly enough intimates, that her ſe- 
duc ing of Men into Error, was the Fornication þe 3s charged with, i 
Co tbgt Scripture being #niverſally granted te be the beſt Interpreter of 
Scripture, 1-couid add more, but think, the Matter ſufficiently cle2y'd by 
theſe Quotations 3 that to confine the rd,” Fornication in the Text, undey 
Debate, is without the Teſtimony of any other Scripture to back it, and 
#herefore is antiſcriptural 5 and to ae a larger Extent to the jaid Werd 
is ſnonimous with many other Payts of Scripture ; and ſo by the Teſt of 
the beit Interpreter, owght to be allowed for the trueſt Senſe of that Texta 
But there are many other Things concur to bew, that ropreiæ, Fornicati- 
on, Matth. 19. 9. ought not to be taken for a Defilement of the Marriage- 
Brd, but allowed a larger meaning, in that Place, And Di 
Firſt, For the right underſtanding of any Scripture, the Context ought to 
be ſirictly weighed, and here in the 4th Verſez the Queſtion mas; the 
Fhwilees fold 9x70 Him, In is lawful far o to pur away bis Wife 
| 2 
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er EVERY CAUSE? Teching which, olſervd that the Enqwiyeyi 
were the ſtrilteſt Moraliſis among the Jews, and as ſuch, may be well 
conceived to have ſome Scruple and Diſputes upon that Fot, whether every 
Cauſe, Arbitrary, or the meer Pleaſure of the Husband, were ſufficient by 
the Law of Moſes, Deut. 24. I. to put away his Wifez thot of Deute- 
ronomy, "ris plain, being very indiſtinct as to the Cauſe, left them 4 very 
great Latitude, which the corrupt Ages of the Jewiſh Church had ( as the 
Repey:s of that Matter among the Jews are handed down to Ks expreſly ) 
fo interpreted, that nothing further was required, for a lawful Divorce, 
than the Husband's giving a publick Writing of Diſmiſſion to her: But 
the Phariſees, the ffricteſt Set for Morality, put it as 4 Queſtion, whether 
it were LAWFUL for every Cauſe; where, the Thing or Subjelt of 


_ the Queſtion 3s, the Writing of Diſmi(ſion or Bill of Divorce, whetber that 


was lumſul, and not as you. have confounded it, as if the Puniſhment of an 
Adultereſi was any Paxt of the —_ But as the Queſtion ſtands, Is it 
fawful for a Man to put away his Wife for EVERY CAUSE? 
Tie Anſwer, Whoſoever ſhall put away his Wife, excegt for Fornica- 
rien, and ſhall marry another, committeth Adultery: The genuine 
Senſe of the Context, ſhews, that Fornication ft and,: oppoſed therein, te 
KVERY CAUSE, thereby this Text, according to the Harmony of 
Scripture, limited the licenti:us Practice of the Jews, and even affixt ts the 
ind iſtinct Text ¶ Deuteronomy, the Terms of any turpid or vile Behaviour 
of the Wiſe to her Blusband, as the only lamful Cauſe preſcribed by our Savi- 
exy ( but I ſay unto you) for Divorce under the Geſpel. Mhereſone, if 
the Context does any Ways alſifh, in underſtanding the weaning of the Word 
Fornication, it js ſo far from meaning nothing elſe but Adultery, that 
Ad dae does net at all come within the Queſtion, 10 which the Text is an 
Anſwer, | | 
zly, That Fornfcartbn, wogreia, in the Text under Conſideration, is get 
30 be conflrætd a Defilement of the Marriage- Bed, but to be interpreted to 
any heihous Tranſgreſſion, or flagitions Misbehaviowr ef the Wiſe to her 
Heusband, ſuch as violates the Marriage-Vow and Band of Amity and 
'Love, appears in this , that te limit it te Adultery, cantradicti the Puyfthre 
of cur daviour abovemendioned, of enjeying a higher Degree of Santlity 
under Matrimeny, than the Law f Moles, for that made Adultery, 
either in the Man or Wiman, to be Death, Tevit - 20. 10. this Senſe, 
Axt to the Text of our Loyd, makes the Woman (in whom the Crime is 
more pernicious) upon the utmaſt precf, to be only liable to a Divotosʒ But, 
as jeu have brought the Story of the Adultorous Woman, John 8. 1 ,---11, 
1% back your Interpretation, I def you, Dear Brother, 1% look into Dr, 
Ms en that Text, and you'll fn. theſe eleven Verſes entirely omitted in 
18 if 4te ancienter Cypiei, the“ he quotes 17 younger or later ones, which 
have (con madiouſly for the Doctrine ftw eſponſe) tranſmitted that whole 
Story to ws ; neveribeleſs, as 16 that Text, tis eaſily maintainabls, tha 
from the beginning it was not there and at the writing this very Clauſes I 
have an exiraurdinary Teſtimony by Viſſen, to confiym rhe ſame, NN 
ly. Ta rogreia, Fornication, ovght net 30 be conſirued Adultery. 
in the Text, as the ſole Canſe of Divorce; it is of great weight to obſerve 
that in 1 Cor. 7. 15. St, Paul expreſly Qandling the Relation of Man aud 


$/e, dn H rhe yabgljeving depart, let him Cart, 3 — 


7 3 
iner is not UNDER BONDAGE in that caſe; that is, be er 
2 A. liberty from the Matrimonial Ie. and if he be at Liberty, he 
may marry again ; ſo that here is one Caſe, very different from that of AduÞ 
tery corporal, to which you would alone confine Divorce. i 
Aly. What concludes be yon d Contyadiftion rational ( with the preceding 
Evidence) that the Word wore, Fornication, in the Text now in — 
Sion, cannot be taken in the S-nje of Adultery, as the ſole Cauſe of Chriſtian 
Divorce, is, that the Greek Chriſtian Emperors, and the Greek Church 
councils, did for ſeveral of the early Centuries, expreſly allow Divorce p- 
on ſeveral other Cauſes, ſpecified in their Decrees, whereof Hiſtory will ſur- 
niſh an entire Volume; ſo that the Greeks being allow'd to underſtand the 
proper meaning ef the Word regrela , we muſt ſay, it has been chiefly the 
Roman Babylonith Where, that has perverte and corrupted ( by arbitrary 
Interpretetion, the Text now before us, and thus Dr. Mills builds bis Sen- 
timent for retaining the Story of John 8. Apen the Vulgar Latin, though 
St. Hierom notes the ſame as an egregious Supputation, in it, and havin 
deviſed a Sytem from this execrable Fountain, we have not fiuck 10 confirm 
the ſame, by a preſumptuous making the Oracles of God Himſelf, in Modern 
Travflations, to ſpeak directly the contrayy to what it 15 in Malac. 2. 16. 
where the Hebrew and Greek Septuaꝝ int agree, That the Lord the God 
of Iſrael faith, i thou, hate heg, put her away; and yet after all, fo 
great bs the force of Truth, thatteven in the Latin Chwrch, and the Dregs' 
of Antichriftian Ages, there does nat want even 4 Multit#de of Inſtances, 
which Hiftory can Torn u, of Divorce allowed for other Cauſes, beſides 
that of Adultery, te which you would abſolutely reſtrain it. J 
Since therefore, Sir, I was my ſelf ignorant, as yow yet are, and haue 2 
the preſſing Neceſſity of my own Caſe, under the Dire ln of Viſionary Ma 
niſeſtations, been forced in my Will to ſcrutiny the Scriptures 3 if you find 
the Diftoveries herein cited, ſatiiſactory to your Conſtience, as they are wnts 
mine entirely; then yow will doubtleſs ( as by youy Prophetical Call 30 
ought) put away the old Leaven, or Doctrine of the Priefts, built only apen 
the Tradition of the Eldeys, which bas corrupted the Word of God, and 
agree with me. that the Goſpel of Chriſt dow allow Divorce, in other Caſes, 
beſides that of corporal Adultery, ; | 
Seeing then, that by the Scripture, Chriſtian Divorce is allowable for o 
they Cauſes, beſides that of Adultery ; the Second Queſtion, Whether the 
Spirit extraordinarily may not command it, otherwiſe than for the Cauſe of 
corporal Adultery, falls to the Ground , for if in the common Way, 4 Man 
for other heineus Offences againſt the conjugal Vow, might in the purſuance of 


1 bis own Right, put away his Wife by the Goſpel» Law, much more may ite 


Lord, the Spirit, ſummarily command a Man 10 de it; and this by the 
Goſpet rncorrupted, would be incenteſtible, eſpecially if en the Wife's pt 
any Conduct had openly appeared, deſtruttive of he Matrimontal Bond and 
Vow of Leue and cAmily, and that upon the very Spirit's account, beſore 
fuch Command extraordinarily given, ; * 
As to an extraordinary (mmand by the Spirit I refer you te Pool's Sys 
noplis, which is the veſt Collettion of — no the Tex of S 
by the critically learned in the Original Tongues, who ave of moſt wniver. 
ſal Eſteem among Druoines, From their Annotations it appears, that Iſaiall 
viii. 3- Holiea iii., 24 3. Hoſea i. 2. import three ſeveral Marriages 
Theiy 


— — —— 


(3) 
Their Annotations in Hoſea l. 2. ae in ſubflavee as fulloweth 
Words of the Text are; The Beginning of the Word of — Lord in He. 
Ra g and the Lord ſaid to Hoſea, Ga, take unto thee, a Wife of 
Whoredoms and Children of Whoredoms; for the Land hath commit. 
ted great Whoredom, departing'from the Lord; ſo he went, and took 
Gomer the Daughter of Diblaim. And had three Children born of ber. 


* children of Wheredoms, is by Grotias and other Annotators, taket 
2 to regard thoſe born after the Marriage, to which Children — 

Sign given to iſrael, hy ſubſequent Prophecy is affixed. Ochers 
** ſay, Words belong to the Life of Gamer before the Marriage, 


* and her Children — Ae Whoredoms means a moſt infz 
at 


" mous Degree of Crime in her, and thoſe who argue to 
2 be us as a publick Harlot before Marriage, — oy 2 
G Wiſe of Whoredoma does imply, that the continued that vicious Courſe 
* after Marriage with- Hoſea, as Chap, ii. a, f Now (ſay they) 
* this Marriage appears inconſiſtent with the Prophetick Office, 
& fr ſuch .a Marriage is forbidden to. the Prieſte, Lev. xxi. 7, (and 
& a Prophet is not le holy to his God) and to Miniſters, 1 Tim. iii, 
# 4, 5. and even to all Chriſtians, 1 Cr. vii. 30. An. Adultteſs was 
* to be put co Death by Lev. xx. 10, A Child of Whoredoms to be 
excluded the Congregation for ten Generations, Deut. xxiii. 2 So 
that rhe marrying and cheriſhing -a Miſi of Wheredoms, and Children 
* Whoredoms was unlawful. And laſtly, it evidently contradicted 
* or widely diſagreed with the Scope and Purport of that Marrisge, 
v as a Sign. For the Jews might craftily anfwer, As ther keepeſt ry 
* naughty Wiſeand Children, ſo will he Lord do. by us, and theu thy ſelf 
ar 4 Sign contradicl ery to thy Words, Chap. i. 6. 9. On Account of 
* theſe Abſurdities and Difficulties, many of the Annotators fay, the 
* whole Account is but a Nelation of what paſs'd in Viſion only, 
% and was not Fact. To which che moſt do anſwer, That there is 
no mention made of Heſea's ever having @ Vifion, but the Ward 
6 of the Lord I HIM means an internal Inſpiration ; befides (ſay 
they) the Werds are poſitive, that he went and took Gemer 
the Daughbter- of Diblam, and the deſcribing the Woman by her 
© Name, and her Father's Name, i What never occurr'd in Scripture 
jn the Mention of a Vifionury Repreſentation; nor could a Viſion 
« be a Sign given out and ſet before the People, as Prophetick Signs 
„ always were. Moreover (ſay they) we oughc never to depart from 
© the literal Senſe of Facts recited, without the utmoſt Neceſſity, for 
. thereby many other Accounts of the Frophetick S-gns would be 
©. evaded and deftroyed. Some would excuſe the Fact of Hoſea, as 
7 not Gnful by the Law, becauſe Salmon married the Hariot Rab. 
© To which others anſwer ; Salmen was à Layman, Hoſea a Prieft or 
$6 (tantamount) a Prophet; Rahab became holy, Gemer continues 2 
*. Whore under Marriage; and "Hoſea is given 28 a Sign of God's 
5 dealing wich the Church (his Wite,) and that he will reject her 
* for Adultery, appears by 2. Cer. xi. 2. Upon the whole; moſt, 
; nay even all Annotazory do agree, that H ſca's Manage, in Low - 
0 : d. 
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1% word of God, and the Upſhot or concluſive Determination of theirs, 
4% in the Matter, is, That the Command to Heſea, was of a „ 
1 againſt the Law and you Manners, if he had done the ſame o 
'* his own Head, or for his own Luft, but when God commands ex- 
© traordinarily, the very things that otherwiſe were unlawful and ab- 
* ſurd, by har very commanding, they become both lawful and 
6 comely [honeſta ; ) ſuch as the maiming or wounding the Prophet, 
* 1 Kings xx. 35 36, 37. the tearing of King eroba 1mm's Garmenty 
© | Kings xi. 30. Abraham's Endeavour to kill his Son, the MH adelites 
* pilfering the Egyptians ; wherefore the Marriage of Hoſea could be 
% no other than lawful aud comely, or (honourable) becauſe God 
% commanded it. TRE 

N. B. If the Marriage of Hoſea was lawſul only becauſe commanded, 
how would theſe Annotators on the Text have been ſatisfied, it was ſo com- 
manded, ſeeing that the ſame Verfe ſays, It was the Beginning of the 
Word of the Lord in Hoſea ? viz. Internal Inſpiration, not corroborared 

Viſion, Voice from Heaven, uor with any preceding Evidence of that In- 
. — and never af:erwards confirmed by Mirac'e. But when Hoſea 
came to reprove the Prieſts ſeverely in the Perſon of God, as Chap. iv. 6, 
11, wewld they not have joined in the Outcry. Chap. ix. 7, 8. The Prophet 
is a Fool, the Man of the Spirit is mad; he is as the Snare of a Fow- 
ler, in all his Ways; Let bir be) a Hatred in the Houſe. of his God. 

Bit theſe that believe they are under the immediate Direct ion and Gui- 
dance ef God extraordinarily, as you and I do, ought to be very jealons of 
ſuffering the Authority of our GREAT MASTER to be injured and main 
ed. Now to deny him the Privilege acting by ſummary or abſolmge Au 
tbority, is indeed in Eſect, to deny and refuſ: our Maſter to have any ſupreme 
or divine Authority at a'l, which is to betray and renownce the Validity and 
4 * of eur ow: ſreper Call; and this in the Caſe ander Cunſideratien, 

erves more eſpecially te be well weighed, becauſe in the corrupted and 
apeſt atix ed State of Things, nat only what ought to be allowed, as ſufficient 
Matter of Divorce by tbe Geſpel, is dem d; but even that, which they 
themſelves grant to be a warrantable Cauſe, viz. Adultery, (be never ſo 
clearly prov'dy is not permitted to take Place, without the whole Nation's 
Approbation, upon a chargeable and hazardous Debate; and then only made 
— by an Ad of the Legiſlature, 4 Law made expreſty for every ſingle 

er jon. 

Tow know, the manner of the Prophetick, Spirit is and ever was to reſtore 
4 that were corrupted, and to bring them back 19 the Original Stan- 
dard, which under Curiſtianity, muſt be the plain uncorrupted Word, and 
the Preſidency of the Spirit z the latter is the Teftimony of Chriſt's Preſence 
with his Churchs, and in all Caſes, where the written Word is dubious er 
indiſtindt, there an Evidence of the Spitjt's Diftate t to be efteem'd, 


. greater Weight and Authority than the Preſcription and Comments meer 5 


man. St, Paul, pon the Swbjett of Marriage, ſays, This i ; 
MYSTERY, (which js not [ail of an — Thing 2 
Teftament) but L ſpeak concerning Chrift and the Church, whom elſe· 
Where he calls a choſte Virgin eſpouſed wato Chriſt; and St. John in the Re- 
velations, and alſo ail the Goſpels, have the like Emblematital Symbol of the 
Bridegroom and Bride, To apply therefore the Relation Matrimonial to that 
GREAT 


4 4 


(10 4: 
GREAT MISTERT, Adultery in one - 4 Parallel (in man) Cepips 
tures) to Idalatry in the other; fo that without manifeſt Idol atry, by your 
- C1ſtem, Chriſt cannot put away his Church, which does not at all agree with 
Rom. 11, where the Jewiſh 5s fut away for Unbelief, and the Gentile 
Church threaten'd there with rejection, if ſbe alſo ſhruld fall into the ſame, 
Wherefore the Wife is to be ſulject to the Husband as the Church ro Chriſt 
and the Man to love his Wife as the Lord did the church, and does 3 but if 
the Wife cannot bear the Preſence of her Huzband without Diſtain, and daily 
Inſalis of his Superintendencey if fhe withdraw both her Afſettron and 
 Efteemy nay even her Body from him, if ſhe render his very Abode in his 
Houſe intolerable, if fhe rob him of his Propriety, bew does all this bear re- 
ard to the GREAT MYSTERY, whereeſ Chriſtian Marriage only in the 
Lord (ſays St, Paul) is an Emblematical Union, In fie, towrvey others 
*ftill under the Apeſtacy, think ef theſe Goſpel Precepts, it does not become ws 
an) ways 10 vilify the Autherity of Chriſt the Severe gn Head, who may 
give her, the Church, a Bill of Divorce, for other Cyimes beſides grofs Idela- 
ry, and in this myſtical Spiritual Senſe, if the Church v ſille depart ſrim 

ber ſole Adberance and Eſteem due te Him, ſbe is called a Babyloniſh 
.W HORE that is to be deſtroyed , and theſt that come out of her, when the 
Spirit ſaith Come, are to be formed as a Bride prepared fer her Huthand 3 
_but. if Idelatry is to be taken in the groſs Senſe of that Ward, I know of no 
Whore of Babylon new, er that ever nas in the church. | 

pe preceding Paragraph may ſerve to ſpew, that vaꝑvei, Fornication, 
talen in à larger Senſe, for the Cauſe of lawſul Divorce, does better cm- 
Pert with the GREAT MISTERT emblem d by the Conjugal Union, than 
oor as only limited to Corperal Adultery, which would leave Myſte- 
ry Babylon only. definable by Idolatyy in the greſſeſt Senſe, But to return 
to the Caſe of Literal Marriage and Divorce, how happy would it be that 


| 


Adultery were repreſented to all Perſons entring into that Eſtate, in its... | 


black Colours and due Deſert of Death without Mercy, as by the Law of 
. Moſes, not in the leaſt Tuttle abeliſh'd by eur Lord: And how bleſſed @ 
Face of Things muſt it introduce, jo have the lawſul Goſpel Cauſes of Di- 
worce inſiſted «pon, that both Man. and Wife might mutually ſtu dy, with 
all their Might, to be acceptable and pleaſinggone to another? What 4 Hea- 
. ,wenly Life then weuld the Conjugal be, and not terrifying and ſo dangerous 
45 wow, to enter inte? Nor is the Rule of the Goſpel, in this Caſe, as above 
interpreted and explained, partial to the Man; for by Mark x. 1t, 12. the 
Ham an alſo upen like Ju Capſes, is privileged to put away her Hausband 
the diſſerent Circwmſtarces of the Relation being duly conſider d. Tins wenld 
"ſurely be @ moſt bleſſed State of Things, if we make Reſtict ion, gen the 
Miferies that the limiting of Diverce to Cope: Adultery has introduced, 
ſeeing that the great Crime of Adultery it ſelf, is n. by that means, be- 
cemè 4 very Jeſt among Chriſtians, And by the ſume Means, there being 
no redreſi or remedy for leſſer Crimes, the World is deluged with Torments, 
by that very Union-which is cenſtituted by God, for the perſection of Hum 


cities, 5 . 
8 having at large examin'd the Caſe of Marriage and Goſpel Divoret 
88.4 General Doctrine and corrected Inſtitut ion of Chriſt, I have no Commi/ſi 
from the Spirit to urge it a1 incumbent upon all, but I leave it K | 
"anr'd by ei bert Whether the Principles herein inſiſted an, be net met mer 


adyan- 


— 
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advancing of Purity, and. confmnant to the Truth as it is in Jeſus; thats 


| thoſe herein cenſuredy if you, "afiev-peruſing them deliberately, perfift to think, 


otherwiſe, you will do well to undeceive me but if aden 
tion, you acquieſce in theſe Sentiments, it will — 
ticular Caſe of the Spirit under conſider ation is widely differing from — | 
you offert in your Letter, viz. That it is as plaialy a Breach of the Se- 
tenth Commandments 4s an) other Act could be of the 6th, and $th 1 
an the contrary, it does not ſo much as come- withm the — ws 
commanding the Violat in of any Moral Precept of the Old or New Ti — 
but is defend able by Chriſtian Morality, in the ſtricteſt Senſe if —— 
Hiacere Word of God, for the Touchſtone to try is by, and ears N 
or our aid therein ʒ and is condemnable only wpon the Foot of Interpol 2 
Adulterations of Scripture, ſuperadded Inſtitutions of 3 2 
meer humane Peliticks, and Uſurpations againſt Chriſt in his Ward — 
_ Be — Spirit prefiding in the Church. f 3 
So then, if my Conſcience in the ſight 0 God acqui 
23 Tears of the Matyimonial — 7 4 . —— — 
gal Vow, and that I am now no ways influenced vy baſe = / bh Lots, 
= _ no os ters towards my Wife, bas any part in — = 
ut whatever misbe aviour bath been on her par! x 
given it ſincerely, even as I hope for true fant — — — 
2 f this being the Caſe, as I have often declared, 2 
now ſolemnly appeal to the Righteous Judge, who will av * | 
if it be not , then the Trial is wholly of 4 Spiritual n 
_ for a Caſe extyaordinary _ A 2 ee „ 
iet brings it an me, is aſſuredly. atteſted 0 
7iL's Operation, that 1 — e Jane 7 
| ſubmit the Matter, ta the Deciſion of the ſame Spirit whi h 2 1 
A you and many more, -as the Divine Preſident s : _ Lech W 
it 15 a very ſmall matter :0 me, to be cenſured l Mont 3 
ought wer,” it were your Caſe, what now t Dor 2 _ 
perſonal Reuſoning 3 in the mean time, til! the thin b 4 — by my 
rit in other, Prophets, what would you have me 1 0 — _ 
fade in wy. com, I2Fud, that it 3s the Pf of Gets The Ward of the 
Lerd, by Samuel, 75 poſuive, that Diſobedience to Th Any 
( and the particulay Command there, was as exc 2 = 
me, if given) is no leſi a C me than Witchcrafi ane . — 
with the Devil) and ſtubborn © oppefitions · 'y (viz. a voluntary compact 
what do you think? Are Idolatry and Wi 1 1 
why net rather damn able, and ſuch As irc = ; aft, ſmall Crimes? Are 
bald you have me then, for ſear of 2 —— n 
riſque of that irretrieyable Experiment ? Ne ! =—_ ey , . T9 
—_ — gon would ner. p & „ e Conſeis 
| 0 Conciudez 4s 10 all due 1 ; 
* ng Jo may be well aſſu Lys — pay — 
4 with he Circumſtances of the Perſon, who auſe you are fuily acquain- 
cerns z it is in wain, 10 apotogizie for _— = the thing moſt nearly con- 
wards, it is enough; and as lon V ſeif to Men, if all be clear up- 
bins wnio t his Ms long 4s the omni ſcient Eye 13 wien 
for all ether peſble Ale b Cemplacency in my Wife, that 1 — 
2 222 vie Confeterats 3 * 
rene, ſerſale her, bn merely 10 Opedzence to 
bis 
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his unqueſtionable Cemmnd , whot ſhall I ſay? 50 know our Redeemer; : 


Words, That he who farſaketh not Brother and Siſter, Wife and 
dren; Houſes and Land, and all that he has valuable in this 1 
for his ſake, is not worthy of him; if the Trial then apen ing diſti 
and accurate Conſiderutiong comes to terminate ſulely upon this Point, as 
the Examination and Diſcuſſion of it herein at large, I am at length (the 
the Grace of Gid to me) fully aſſured, it dos ; I hope, I Hall bave Faith 
ven me, to remove thoſe Mount ains, I ever by a perempiory Demand 
my Obedience is required, and in this poſture of things, I requeſt your An. 
{wer hereto, with Prayer, on my part, that God would pleaſe to reve! 
himſelf even in this matter to you, as I beg yours {or me, your (ar Pre. 
ſens) grieusd, but ever in Duty, and by the Spirit bound to be, ; 


, SIR 
\ , 


* Since this Retrer I have recei v d, by diverſe Mays 


of Divine n Orders to do what is thi. 
Day done ; the aſt of which Orders was by a ſuper- 


natural wutward Voice heard; that threatend mt 


with Eternal Deſtruftion and Hell-Fire i J diſo- 
ey d; wherefore believing it the Word of Him, who 


hath Power to inflict the ſame, I could not but ſ1b- 
ject my ſelf to the Father of Spirits, in firm Hope | 
10 live by Faith, © 


March 6, 171 1 


x8 Your kindly Aﬀe&fohate Brother in his 
= | Fon Len 
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